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duce the problem of treaty revision into the discussions of the Dis-
armament Conference. A number of other amendments had also been
submitted, including five which provided for the abolition of tanks,
and it was agreed that all the amendments should stand over until
the second reading.
The General Commission then went on to discuss the articles
of the draft convention which dealt with naval armaments. The
most important amendments on this subject were submitted by Japan
and Germany. The Japanese delegation proposed the deletion of an
article which provided that the naval armaments of states which
were parties to the Treaties of Washington and of London should
remain subject to the limitations imposed by those treaties. This
proposal was apparently a move in preparation for a Japanese
demand for parity, and it was strongly opposed by Mr. Eden and
Mr. Norman Davis. At one stage of the discussion it looked as though
the Japanese delegation intended to reject the convention outright
unless their amendments were adopted immediately, but they finally
agreed to confer privately on the question before the second reading.
The German amendment was designed to give Germany the right
to build one more ship before 1936, and it was interpreted in France
as an indication that the German Government intended to lay down
a large battleship in reply to the French Dunkerque (which was itself
a reply to the German 'pocket-battleships').1 Some of the smaller
naval Powers put forward suggestions for altering the draft con-
vention in order to provide for their special needs, and the British
proposals were also criticized by the representatives of the U.S.S.R.
and of France—Monsieur Massigli regretting in particular the absence
of any provision for qualitative limitation.
The first reading of the chapter on air armaments, which was taken
on the 27th May, gave rise to one of the most interesting and im-
portant discussions that had taken place at the Disarmament Con-
ference. The debate showed that there was widespread and emphatic
support for the total abolition of military aircraft, while opinion was
almost unanimously in favour of the abolition of air-bombing, as
a first step. A serious obstacle to progress in this direction was
presented, however, by the reservation in the British draft convention
allowing the use of bombing in outlying regions for police purposes.
Strong opposition to this proposal had already manifested itself,2 but
1	See the Survey for 1929, pp. 60-3; the Survey for 1930, pp. 48 and 65 n.i
the Survey for 1931, pp. 32, 80, 276-7 and 288 n.  For the German offer to
abandon the pocket-battleship see the Survey for 1932, p. 227 n.
2	See p. 259 above.

